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but they are there. In Southern Ireland, with P.R., there has
been only a reasonable number. While the system has given
representation to the minorities, you have greater stability there
than in any other part of the British Commonwealth. They have
had only two governments in the last twenty years, the governments
of Mr. Cosgrave and Mr. De Valera. I do not ask the Speaker's
Conference to favour any one particular system but to examine
all proposals without prejudice."

The Speaker's Conference was duly constituted and reported.
But I don't think it is an unfair thing to say that the majority made
up their minds before the opening of the inquiry there was to be no
change in the method of voting. They made some minor recom-
mendation but no substantial alterations. I do think a golden oppor-
tunity was missed. During the previous war, drastic recommenda-
tions were made by the then Speaker's Conference, including
no less a change than the extension of the franchise to women.
They even recommended that in a hundred areas there should be
an experiment in proportional representation.

In the Representation of the People Act, 1918, section 20, sub-
section (24), provision was actually made for its application and
for the appointment of commissioners to select the hundred most
suitable seats. .-Clause 41 of that Act defines and explains the
system of the single transferable vote. The commissioners were
duly appointed and selected a number of towns after careful
examination and inquiry. It is this list of towns which was turned
down by Parliament, stultifying the Act. But the principle is
embodied in an Act of Parliament.

I have never been one who has been a violent advocate of
proportional representation. But I have always felt that Parliament
should be as nearly representative of the people as possible, and if
the method of election is satisfactory, it should secure reasonable
representation of minorities. There is a dispute going on as to
whether the Russian system is democracy. They devoutly believe
it is. We stoutly reply that according to our standards it is not,
as it only provides for one party, for an official list and minorities
are barred. Our boast is that we have free elections and any party,
however unorthodox, has the right to put up candidates, and that
minorities, however unpopular their opinions, are ^entitled to
representation. Under our method of election in practice in many
municipalities, candidates have no chance to get elected except
they belong to one particular party, though there are large blocks
of voters who would like to be represented by another party.'

In London, in places like Bethnal Green and Bennondsey and
Poplar, on the borough councils all the members belong to the
Labour Party; there is no opposition and proper criticism on their